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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election with traverse of requirement for restriction in the reply filed on 1 1/18/2005 
and without traverse of the requirement for election of species in reply 1/19/2006 is 
acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that Group I is a subcombination of Group II 
and not related as a product and a process of use. This argument is found to be persuasive. 
Another reason why claims 1-7 & 17 and 8-16 should not be restricted is that the combination in 
claims 8-16 does require the same particulars in the combination claims 1-7 & 17. Therefore the 
restriction is withdrawn. In the rely filed 1/19/2006 applicant elected Species I of Group I, 
between Groups I and II, being drawn to claims 1-4 and 17, without traverse. 
Concerning the election of species. Upon further consideration, since searching for these three 
species does not appear to be burdensome, the election of species requirement is withdrawn. All 
previously withdrawn claims are back in application. Claims 1-17 are examined on the merits in 
this Office Action. 

Specification 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
Where applicant acts as his or her own lexicographer to specifically define a term of a 
claim contrary to its ordinary meaning, the written description must clearly redefine the claim 
term and set forth the uncommon definition so as to put one reasonably skilled in the art on 
notice that the applicant intended to so redefine that claim term. Process Control Corp. v. 
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HydReclaim Corp., 190 F.3d 1350, 1357, 52 USPQ2d 1029, 1033 (Fed. Cir. 1999). The term 
"orbits" in claims 2 and 9 is used by the claim to mean "upright walls labeled "214" in figures 
1,2, while the accepted meaning is "circular track." The term is indefinite because the 
specification does not clearly redefine the term. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 2 and 9 are objected to because of the following informalities: Both claims 
contain the word "orbits" and are objected to for the reasons set forth above in the objection to 
the specification. 

Appropriate correction is required. 
Claim 16 is objected to because of the following informalities: Line 2 of claim 16 has a 
spelling error, "duffering" should be diffusing. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 4 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being incomplete 
for omitting essential elements, such omission amounting to a gap between the elements. See 
MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted elements are: free ends of the side rims being bent towards the 
outside of the movable case, should instead be bent towards the inside, as supported by 
specification, (paragraph 0018). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(b) as being anticipated by USPN 
3,433,548 to Moore or USPN 3,544,187 to Hils. 

Moore in a filing cabinet structure discloses a stable case slideably connected to a 
movable case. 

Regarding claim 1 : 

A frame, comprising: a stable case (10) comprising a bottom plate (not labeled), at least three 
sidewalls (not labeled in figure 1) connected to the bottom plate (17); a movable case (11) 
comprising a back rim (14) and two side rims connected thereto (12b, 12c); wherein, the 
movable case is slideably (column 2, lines 14-18) connected with the stable case by connecting 
element s(claim 1). 

Regarding claim 2: 

Moore discloses that the connecting elements are two orbits defined by the bottom plate, 
the at least three sidewalls, and flanges projecting from the corresponding sidewalls and 
parallel to the bottom plate (column 2, lines 12-56). 

Regarding claim 3, according to claim 2: 
It is inherent that a bottom plate is connected to the back rim and the side rims. 

Regarding claim 5: 

Moore discloses that the at least three sidewalls are three outside walls and two inside walls, and 
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the connecting elements are sliding slots defined by the two inside walls and two outside walls 
(figure 5). 

Claims 8 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US 
2002/0075667 to Kawashima et al. 

Kawashima et al. discloses a backlight module comprising light guide plate, light source, 
and a frame with detachable parts. 

Regarding claim 8: 

A backlight module (1), comprising: a light guide plate (2); a light source (5a) disposed adjacent 
( figure 1 A) to the light guide plate; and a frame (7a, 7b) for receiving the light guide plate and 
the light source, comprising: a stable case comprising a bottom plate (7a) ,at least three sidewalls 
(51a, 31a, 32a, 33a, 34a, 35a, 36a, 37a) connected to the bottom plate; a movable case (7b) 
comprising a back rim and two side rims connected thereto (51b, 31b, 32b, 33b, 34b, 35b, 36b, 
37b); wherein, the movable case is slideably [0055, arrows in figure 1 A show direction of 
insertion of 7b into 7a by sliding] connected with the stable case by connecting elements. 

Regarding claim 17: 

A frame using in a backlight module, comprising: two separated cases (7a, 7b); a connecting 

element comprising sliding parts and receiving slots (41a,42a,43a, 44a, 41b,42b,43b,44b, [0036]) 

slots respectively formed in the two separated cases, whereby the two separated cases and the 

connecting element form a receiving access to hold the backlight module. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
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such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
2002/0075667 to Kawashima et al. in view of US 20040105251 to Yu et al. 

US 2002/0075667 to Kawashima et al. does not disclose a reflective plate below the light 
guide, a diffusing plate, a brightness enhancing film or a polarizer. 

US 20040105251 to Yu et al. in a backlight system and light guide plate used therein 
teaches the use of reflective plate below light guide plate (3023,4023, and in prior art 1023, 
2023), diffusing plate (3025,4025, and in prior artl025), brightness enhancing film (2026) and 
polarizer (3027). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
provide Kawashima with reflective plate below light guide, diffusing plate, brightness enhancing 
film and polarizer as taught by Yu to have a backlight system that gives a more uniform and 
more intense light (Yu, [0012]). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 6, 7, 9 10 and 12-14 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Further, claims 4 and 1 1 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
Claim 4, according to claim 3 adds that free ends of side rims are bent toward outside or inside of 
movable case to form curve portions. 

This combination of limitations is not found or taught in the art of record. 

Claim 6, according to claim 1, also adds free ends of side rims are bent toward outside of 
movable case to form curve portions and would be allowable for same reasons. 

Claim 7 depends on claim 6 and would be allowable for same reasons. 

Claim 9, according to claim 8, adds the connecting elements are two orbits defined by 
the bottom plate, at least three sidewalls, and flanges projecting from corresponding sidewalls 
and parallel to bottom plate. 

These limitations are not in the primary art of record, Kawashima et al. nor is it 
obvious to combine with USPN 3,433,548 to Moore to meet this limitation. Therefore 
claim 9 would be allowable over the art of record. 

Claims 10 and 1 1 depend directly or indirectly from claim 9, add further limitations and 
would be allowable for the same reasons. 

Claim 12, according to claim 8, adds that connecting elements are sliding slots defined 
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by the two inside walls and two outside walls. 

This combination of limitations is not found or taught in the art of record. 

Claim 13, according to claim 8, adds that free ends of side rims are bent toward outside 
of movable case to form curve portions and that connecting elements are sliding slots. 

This combination of limitations is not found or taught in the art of record. 

Claim 14 depends from claim 13, adds further limitations and would be allowable for the 
same reasons. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James W. Cranson whose telephone number is 571-272-2368. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:30A.M.- 5:00P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sandy CT Shea can be reached on 571-272-2378. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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